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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

2. Claim 17 is rejected as the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject 
matter. A signal is not a process, machine, manufacture or composition of matter and 
as such is not a patentable subject matter. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

(e) the invention was described in (1 ) an application for patent, published under section 1 22(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



4. Claims 1 , 2, 4-1 6 and 1 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e) as being 
unpatentable by Inoue et al. (US 2003/0028622) herein after referred to as Inoue. 
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5. With regards to claim 1 : 

6. Inoue discloses a method of controlling access to a content item in a system 
comprising a set of devices, the method comprising a step of associating at least one 
usage right with the content item (Figs. 1 , 8, Abstract, [0037] and [137], a set of 
devices in a network content distribution working based on usage rules associated with 
content is described). 

• The method further comprises decomposing the usage right into a set of 
partial rights (Abstract, fflf [036], [037] and [045] usage rules are 
described where the management server issues partial license that 
enables playback of content based on usage rules). 

• Subsequently separately signing each one of the set of partial rights, 
resulting in a corresponding signature fl[ [006] describes a management 
server that manages usage rules that govern the content use by different 
terminals or devices, is a functional equivalent of division of rights and 
authentication of rights by the license management server). 

7. With regards to claim 2: 

8. Inoue discloses wherein at least one device in the system is able to access and 
exercise at least one of the partial rights after verification of the corresponding signature 
(Figs. 1 and 8, ffl[ [001] and [006] where the terminal devices are displayed and the 
terminal device playing the distributed content in accordance with the rights restrictions 
placed by the controlling terminal device is described). 
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9. With regards to claim 4: 

1 0. Inoue discloses wherein at least one of the partial rights can only be exercised a 
limited number of times (fflf [004], [082] and [0137] where the usage right corresponding 
to the number of times the content can be used is described). 

1 1 . With regards to claim 5: 

12. Inoue discloses wherein the method further comprises a step where one device 
of the set of devices verifies whether the partial right and the issuer thereof have both 
not been revoked before exercising the partial right (Fig. 1 , Iffl [1 18] and [148] where 
one device checking the licensed right being available in response to the request from a 
different device is described). 

13. With regards to claim 6: 

14. Inoue discloses wherein said system comprises a set of devices, making up a 
domain comprising of devices which are related to a household or limited group of 
consumers (Figs. 1 and 8, Abstract, fflj [007] and [009] where related devices in a home 
are described and distribution of content with restricted licenses is described) 

1 5. With regards to claim 7: 

16. Inoue discloses wherein a minimum required protection level of at least one 
partial right is indicated along with the partial right (Abstract, ffif [046] and [051] where a 
control unit managing the required protection levels based on usage rules maintained in 
the database is described). 
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17. With regards to claim 8: 

18. Inoue discloses wherein a minimum required protection level of at least one 
partial right is derived implicitly from the type of the partial right (Abstract, fflj [046], 
[048], [049] and [051] where the rule database deriving the restrictions from the parental 
terminal for maintaining partial rights information for the child terminals is described). 

1 9. With regards to claim 9: 

20. Inoue discloses wherein the method further comprises allowing at least one 
device in the system, to identify a different device, to subsequently sign information 
comprising a combination of at least one partial right and at least one out of an 
identification of the domain, an identification of the different device, and information 
about length and validity of the partial right, and to subsequently transfer this signed 
combination to the different device fl| [006] describes a management server that 
manages usage rules that govern the content use by different terminals or devices, is a 
functional equivalent of division of rights and authentication of rights by the license 
management server, ffif [038] and [080] where terminal device identifiers and license 
identifiers are disclosed and further U[058] discloses transfer of content requests, 
license and content transfers). 

21 . With regards to claim 10: 

22. Inoue discloses wherein the method further comprises allowing at least one 
device in the system, to identify a different device, to subsequently sign at least one 
partial right; and to subsequently transfer the signed partial right to the different device 
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[006] describes a management server that manages usage rules that govern the 
content use by different terminals or devices, is a functional equivalent of division of 
rights and authentication of rights by the license management server, fflj [038] and [080] 
where terminal device identifiers and license identifiers are disclosed and further U[058] 
discloses transfer of content requests, license and content transfers). 

23. With regards to claim 1 1 : 

24. Inoue discloses wherein the different device participates as representing a 
different domain (1fTf[176] and [177] where different users being divided in to different 
groups is described which is functional equivalent of dividing in to different domains). 

25. With regards to claim 12: 

26. Inoue discloses wherein the transfer to the different device is allowed to occur 
only after at least one of the device and the different device has been verified by the 
other device to be at least one of being compliant and being non revoked (Fig. 1 , ffif 
[118] and [148] where one device checking the licensed right being available in 
response to the request from a different device is described). 

27. With regards to claim 13: 

28. Inoue discloses wherein the partial right is revoked or deleted by the device 
which transfers the right to the different device fl] [105] describes the management 
server managing the access to the content from the terminal device not authorized to 
access the content and the connection being cut-off). 
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29. With regards to claim 14: 

30. Inoue discloses wherein the method further comprising allowing at least one 
device in the system, wherein the usage right is associated with the content item by a 
content provider, wherein the usage right comprises an offer right (for a specific right), 
the method further comprising requesting the content provider to execute the offer right 
and deliver the specific right to a specified third party, upon which the content provider, 
after verification of conditions that may apply, delivers the specific right directly to the 
specified third party (Fig. 1 and 8, ffl[ [006], [037] and [045] where content server, 
distribution management server are depicted as well as request for content, rights 
verification and rights restriction based on usage rules are described). 

31 . With regards to claim 15: 

32. Inoue discloses a client system comprising a set of devices, the client system 
being arranged to perform access control to a content item, with handling means for a 
usage right associated with the content item, characterized in that the usage right is a 
set of individually signed partial rights, and the client system is being arranged to verify 
individually and handle individually the partial rights (Figs. 1, 8, Abstract, fflf [0037] and 
[137], a set of devices in a network content distribution working based on usage rules 
associated with content is described and If [006] describes a management server that 
manages usage rules that govern the content use by different terminals or devices, is a 
functional equivalent of division of rights and authentication of rights by the license 
management server). 
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33. With regards to claim 16: 

34. Inoue discloses a server system being arranged to perform access control to a 
content item, the server system further associating at least one usage right with the 
content item, characterized in that the server system has means to decompose the 
usage right into a set of partial rights, the server system further has a signing part being 
arranged to subsequently separately sign each one of the set of partial rights, and is 
arranged to bundle the individually signed partial rights into a set of individually signed 
partial rights fl[ [006] describes a management server that manages usage rules that 
govern the content use by different terminals or devices, is a functional equivalent of 
division of rights and authentication of rights by the license management server, fflj 
[038] and [080] where terminal device identifiers and license identifiers are disclosed 
and further U[058] discloses transfer of content requests, license and content transfers). 

35. With regards to claim 18: 

36. Inoue discloses a device arranged to perform access control to a content item, 
being able to handle a usage right associated with the content item, characterized in 
that the device is further arranged to handle the usage right which has been split into 
partial rights each of the partial rights having a digital signature fl] [006] describes a 
management server that manages usage rules that govern the content use by different 
terminals or devices, is a functional equivalent of division of rights and authentication of 
rights by the license management server). 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

37. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

38. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

39. Claim 3 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Inoue as 
applied to claims 1 ,2, 4-1 6 and 1 8 above, and further in view of Ishibashi 

(US 7,353,541). 

40. With respect to claim 3: 

41 . Inoue discloses wherein one of the partial rights associated with the content item 
comprises one of a render right, a transfer right, an offer right, a derivative work right, 
and a utility right Inoue discloses all the above limitations but does not explicitly disclose 
existence of particular rights. However, Ishibashi discloses (Col. 22, II. 55-68) different 
rights such as reproduction right, utilization right, copying right and transfer right are 
described. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of 
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invention to have modified Inoue to include different types of rights in accordance with 
the teachings of Ishibashi, in order to divide or split the content license in to various 
types of rights to grant license to the content limiting to the partial right, Since so doing 
could be performed readily and easily by any person of ordinary skill in the art, with 
neither undue experimentation, nor risk of unexpected results. 

Conclusion 

42. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Tewari et al. (US 2003/0097564) - A system of content distribution that 
checks the user request for authorization and delivers the hashed content. 
Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MURALI K. DEGA whose telephone number is (571) 
270-5394. The examiner can normally be reached Monday to Thursday 7.30 to 5.00 
ET. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jerry O'Connor can be reached on (571) 272-6787. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is (571) 273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or (571) 272-1000. 

/M. K. D.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 4176 
August 1 , 2008 

/Gerald J. O'Connor/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unit 4176 



